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This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-Establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial apfdicabUity 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43fr/.s. l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or indusUid 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting sach statement 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international application 
Certain obsen'ations on the international application 



IE! 


Box No. I 


□ 


Box No. U 


□ 


Box No. ni 


□ 


Box No. IV 


IE! 


Bo.\ No. V 


□ 


Box No. VI 


□ 


Box No. VU 


□ 


Box No. VIII 



2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Examimng Authority <-IPEA") except that this does not apply where the appUcant chooses an Authority other 
than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.1W5(b) thai written opinions of 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to submit to the IPEA a 
written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiraUon of 3 months from the date of maUing of Form 
PCr/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority dale, whichever expires later. 
Fbr further options, see Form PCr/ISA/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220, 
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inlemalional application No. 

PCT/JP2004/017816 


Box No. I Basis of this opf idon 


1. 


With regard to the languaga tHs opinion has been established on the basis of the inlemalional application in the language in which it was 
nied, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

1 1 This opinion has been established on Ihe bosis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

. which is (he language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 




Rule 123 and 23.1(b)). 




Z 


With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 




a. type of material 






1 1 a sequence listing 






1 1 Iabl6(s> related to the sequence listing 






b. fonnal of material 






1 1 in written format 






1 1 in counter readable form 






c. time of filingtfumishing 






1 1 contained in the international application as filed. 






I 1 filed together with the international applic^ition in computer readable form. 






I 1 furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 




3. 


1 1 In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tafole(s) relating thereto has been Gled or 
— furnished, the required slaiemcnls that the information in the subsequeni or additional cojmcs is identical lo that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished 


4. 


Additional comments: 





FormPCTASA/237(BoxNo.l) (January 200*) 





Inlemalional application No. 


WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
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Box No. V Reasoned stalemcnl under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, invcnUvc step or industrial applicability; 

diallons and explanations supportinR such stelcmcnl 



1. Statt:menl 



Novelty (N) c^j^ 1-6 YBS 

Claims . ^_ NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims 1-6 YES 

Claims . 



Industrial applicability (lA) Claims 1^6 . YES 

Claims NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Documeiil 1: CD-ROM of ihe specificalion and drawings aiuiexed to Ihe written application of 
Japanese Utility Model Application No. 69827/1993 (LaidH>pen No. 40232/1995) (Yachiyo Industry 
Co., Ltd.), 18 July, 1995 (18.07.95), full text. Figs. 1-8 

Document 2: IP, 2000-108676, A (Aisiii Seiki Co., Ltd.), 18 April, 2000 (18.04.00), full text, Figs. 1- 
13 

Document 3: JP, 2001-39162, A (Aisin Seiki Co., Ltd.)> 13 February, 2001 (13.02.01), fall text. Figs. 
1^ 

Document 4: Microfilm of the specification aiid drawings annexed to the written application of 
Japanese Utility Model Application No. 21178/1987 (Laid-open No. 128124/1988) (Toyota Auto 
Body Co., Ltd.), 22 August, 1988 (22.08.88), full text. Figs. 1-5 

None of the documents cited in the ISR describes or suggests the constitution of the subject 
matter of claim 1 , in which **an urging member is provided for givmg an urging force to a check 
member, to turn over the check member, wherem the check member turned over is in a state of being 
disengaged," and this constitution is not considered to be obvious to a person skilled in the art either. 
So, the subject matter of claim 1 appears to involve an inventive step. 

The subject matters of claims 2 and 3 appear to involve an inventive step, since they quote 
claim 1 directly or indirectly. 

None of the documents cited in the ISR describes or suggests the constitution of the subject 
matter of claim 4, in which "in the state of being disengaged, the check member and the shoe are 
separated,*' and this constitution is not considered to be obvious to a person skilled in the art either. 
So, the subject matter of claim 4 appears to involve an inventive step. 

The subject matters of claims 5 and 6 appear to involve an inventive step, since they quote 
claim 4 directly or indirectly. 
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